Embarking on large-scale qualitative research: reaping the benefits of mixed methods in studying youth, clubs and drugs
Introduction
The behavior of young people has long been of concern to adults, especially behavior that is defined as delinquent or takes place outside education, waged work, or adult supervision. A central focus of this concern has been young peoples' use of illicit drugs, seen as "risky" consumption (Mitchell et al. 2004 ) with young people perceived as "a highly vulnerable sector of the population" (Ettorre & Miles 2002, 176) . Today hundreds of publications exist on youth drug use across the social sciences. Utilizing various interpretative approaches, these disciplines have created "different objects of intellectual abstraction" (Kelly 2000, 307) and have adopted divergent methodological frameworks. Studies of youth drug use are centered in two major, and quite different, scholarly camps: epidemiology and cultural studies (Hunt et al. 2009 ). These two approaches diverge not only in theory and epistemology but also in the methods (Brannen 2005, 7) . The resulting compartmentalization of research traditions appeared to us to be unfortunately limiting, especially given the importance of understanding youthful drug use as the interplay of individual, social and contextual factors (Agar 1996) . In our studies of youthful drug use and nightlife, we sought to craft a multiple-method approach integrating qualitative and quantitative research methods within the same project.
1 Rhodes (2000, 23) argued that "the challenge for future drug research is to recognise the pragmatic utility and methodological desirability of using mul- [Adler & Adler 2008; Agar 1973; Becker 1953; 1963; Bourgois 1996; Feldman et al 1979] projects. This approach has the benefits not only of appearing more "legitimate' to many funding agencies (Brannen 2005; Agar 2006 ), but has also been crucial for allowing us to study with both depth and breadth the interplay of social and cultural context, identity, and consumption in our studies of club drug users. Although these debates are important, they can also lead to an impasse. For the purposes of this paper, we have adopted a similar stance taken by Brannen (2008) when she suggests that the way forward is to side-step the "issues around the commensurality of qualitative and quantitative data" (2008, 63) and instead commence the discussion of a mixed methods approach by starting from the standpoint of researchers and their own "research habitus" (Bourdieu 1990 ), which means our own "biographies, skills and interests and research environments" (Brannen 2008, 63) .
Designing research on clubs, drugs, and youth
In the late 1990s, politicians, treatment officials and researchers began to raise alarm about the rising popularity of the drug Ecstasy (MDMA), which was increas- (Hunt et al. 2005; Moloney et al. 2008) . More recently we have extended this to a study of club drug use among Asian American gay and bisexual men, examining intersections between issues of ethnic identity, sexual identity, and drug consumption (Fazio et al. 2011; Fazio et al. 2010 ).
We also wanted to extend our understanding of drug use and dance scenes away from the local and specific focus of The benefits of fieldwork include the ability to note contextual features that may not be readily apparent in interviews, to gain a lived, tactile sense of the social worlds of the participants, and to witness and experience the interactions that comprise this social world. In addition, having a presence in the field can be a crucial element for finding the very participants we seek to interview (Clatts et al. 2001 ). This is particularly vital when working with "hidden" populations, including illicit drug users and sellers, which often entails complications in gaining access and establishing rapport (Adler 1990; Dunlap & Johnson 1999; Fagan 1989; Griffiths et al. 1993; Singer 1999) .
Although standard probability sampling 
Promises and pitfalls of the interview
We noted above some potential downsides of a study that focuses more on interviews than on field observations. Interviews take place in a decontextualized environment, The ability to successfully carry out larger-scale qualitative research projects is significantly enabled by computer-assisted qualitative data analysis software ("CAQDAS") (Bong 2002; Kelle 1995; Welsh 2002) , in our case NVivo. The software is a tool for organizing the interview transcripts so that we can pinpoint and retrieve specific elements of the text to focus on for different analytical projects.
Managing large qualitative datasets
As methodologists specializing in these techniques point out, however, the term "qualitative data analysis software" can be quite misleading, as this software doesn't "do" the analysis, rather its main function is to help structure and organize the data 
Combining quantitative and qualitative data and the role of theory
While our research expertise is largely qualitative, we understand the value of providing descriptive statistics that describe our sample as well as integrating these data into an overall analysis with indepth contextual and narrative data. Our mixed-methods model comprises concurrent quantitative and qualitative data collection (Onwuegbuzie & Leech 2004) , with iterative analysis that moves from one style of data analysis to the other, in order to benefit from the complementary strengths of both (Creswell 2003; Tashakkori & Teddlie 2003) . We use data from one method to elaborate on data from the other Unauthenticated Download Date | 7/6/17 7:18 PM (Greene et al. 1989; Rossman & Wilson 1985; 1994) . 
